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1. Introduction
In its newly launched charter, the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), under 
its motto “One Vision, One Identity, and One Caring and Sharing Community,” 1 envisions itself 
some four decades after its creation in 1967. With the introduction of the new charter in Novem-
ber 2007, ASEAN hopes to accelerate its integration by putting it on a similar legal footing to the 
European Union, making it, in the words of the Association’ s Secretary-General Surin Pitsuwan, 
“more rules-based and more people-oriented.” 2
The Charter enumerates ASEAN’ s purposes and principles and establishes formal rights and 
expectations of the member states, but the Association’ s reluctance to act on its own rules may 
be the greatest obstacle to realizing its long-term goal of establishing EU-style unifi cation. Most 
observers are concerned that the ASEAN policy of non-interference in the domestic affairs of 
member states continues to serve as an excuse to do little in the face of human rights violations.
Through a highly controversial process, ASEAN foreign ministers created a High Level 
Panel 3 in 2008 and a year later the member states at last agreed on the terms for the human rights 
body 4 stipulated in the charter, to be known as the Asian International Commission on Human 
Rights (AICHR). 5 However, no one is sure what effect the AICHR will have on the ongoing hu-
man rights abuses in the region.
Promoting Human Rights in Asia and Europe: The Role of Regional Integration explores 
the relations between regional integration and human rights in Asia through a comparison with 
those in Europe. Two questions are raised in this volume: Whether there exists a relationship 
between the efforts at regional integration and the implementation of human rights; and whether, 
in comparison with the expansion of the promotion of human rights in the European Union both 
internally and externally, the cause of human rights would necessarily be advanced if regional 
integration were to occur in Asia.
This book is unique in three respects. Firstly, it attempts to see whether there is a relation-
ship of some form between different degrees of regional integration and degrees of respect for 
human rights values by the parties involved in the process of integration. While Europe is gener-
ally regarded as a promoter of norms, namely democracy and human rights, Asia is often regard-
ed as a more despotic region. Yet the integration in the modern context is a world phenomenon, 
and both Asia and Europe are now experiencing it. Secondly, the views presented by the contrib-
utors to this book are multidisciplinary in nature, from those of economics and political science, 
to law and jurisprudence. Thirdly, the contents of this book present contributions from scholars 
at a wide range of career stages, from distinguished professors to young scholars, the more senior 
scholars including Ali M. El-Agraa, a prominent economist, and Vitit Muntarbhorn, a professor 
of law at Chulalongkorn University in Bangkok.
This volume is the eighth in the EU-Network of European Studies Centres in Asia’ s 
(NESCA) Research Dialogue Book Series, representing the results of the EU-NESCA joint re-
search agenda. The project comprises four European and fi ve Asian universities: Justus-Liebig-
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University Giessen in Germany, the Institute of European Studies at Free University of Brussels 
in Belgium; Fondation Nationale des Science Politiques in Paris; the University of Warwick in 
the UK; the Institute of European Studies in Macao, China; the Centre of European Studies at 
Fudan University in Shanghai; Korea University in Korea; the Interdisciplinary Department of 
European Studies at Chulalongkorn University in Bangkok; and the National Centre for Research 
on Europe at the University of Canterbury in New Zealand. The EU-NESCA project, launched in 
2006, aims at widening and deepening the research cooperation between the European research 
area, NESCA, and the European Studies associations in Asia. 
2. Chapters on “Regionalism and Human Rights”
Part I of this book discusses the relations between regionalism and human rights from the 
perspective of political science. The fi rst chapter, “Regional Integration and Human Rights: Eu-
ropean-Asian Refl ections,” is written by Muntarbhorn, who has served as the UN Special Rap-
porteur on child prostitution, child pornography, and the sale of children, and also as Special Rap-
porteur on the Situation of Human Rights in the Democratic People’ s Republic of Korea (North 
Korea). Muntarbhorn innovatively discusses ten separate “entry points” for promoting regional 
integration in Asia with a bearing on human rights. The author gives readers a clear perspective 
on how to relate the issues of regional integration and human rights. The author proposes several 
considerations, among which the following are the most outstanding in this reviewer’ s opinion. 
First, Muntarbhorn traces the stages of development of human rights initiatives at a regional 
level. In Europe there is an intergovernmental regional human rights system, including the Eu-
ropean Convention on Human Rights and its various protocols, and the system provides direct 
access and remedies to individuals who seek to overturn state actions that they believe breach 
their human rights under the Convention. Asia-Pacifi c, on the other hand, has seen some initia-
tives at a more modest level, such as a regional network of national human rights commissions. 
Second, on the question of whether it is realistic to promote human rights through an economic 
and political integration organization, Muntarbhorn observes that the integration of some human 
rights elements into a regional economic entity is already evident in the EU. In Asia, ASEAN 
and its Charter refer to human rights but, according to the author, the agenda there is more eco-
nomics and politics than human rights. Third, as for the kinds of rights that should be included 
in an integration scheme, Muntarbhorn says that universal human rights standards based on the 
indivisibility of civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights should be included. How-
ever, Muntarbhorn says there may be a degree of ambivalence at the regional level. Asian states 
tend to prefer economic, social and cultural rights to civil and political rights and they also like 
to advocate broad state sovereignty and the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs 
of the state. Fourth, as far as a monitoring mechanism of human rights is concerned, the author 
tells us that both the EU and the European Convention have various mechanisms for dealing 
with the issue. Importantly, both systems have courts which are the ultimate arbiters. In Asia, the 
ASEAN human rights body has just been formed but there will defi nitely be no regional court in 
the near future. Muntarbhorn concludes that while the negative situation remains concerning the 
implementation of human rights standards and norms, regional integration can help promote and 
protect human rights. A key challenge, he suggests, is to ensure that no one and no entity has a 
monopoly of power.
The next chapter, “Economic Rights and Regional Integration,” is written by Ali M. El-
Agraa, a professor of International Economics, International Economic Integration, and EU 
Studies in the Faculty of Commerce at Fukuoka University in Japan. Concerning the relations 
between regionalism and economic rights, El-Agraa explicitly asserts that economic rights have 
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nothing to do with regional integration because regional integration is governed by WTO’ s 
Article XXIV, which does not mention either economic rights or human rights. According to 
El-Agraa, the EU is the only regional integration scheme that has been endeavoring to give 
economic rights a legally-binding basis, though this will not happen even when the Lisbon Trea-
ty 6 has been ratifi ed. And even then, the enactment would not be embracive as long as Poland and 
the UK continue to exercise their rights to opt-out, thus rendering the term “regional integration” 
somewhat meaningless within this context. However, the author says that this should not distract 
from the fact that the EU has been able to make progress on human rights in some areas.  
This conclusion, El-Agraa says, has relevance to ASEAN since it is the only other scheme 
of regional integration in the world that has incorporated human rights in its recently adopted 
Charter. However, El-Agraa argues that everything concerning human rights in ASEAN is not 
only left hanging in the air, but is also conditional on the ratifi cation of the Charter. The author 
observes that ASEAN has just one item, Article 1.6, with regard to economic rights. The Article 
includes, “To alleviate poverty and narrow the development gap within ASEAN through mutual 
assistance and cooperation.” But, El-Agraa points out, what form the assistance should take, the 
nature of the cooperation, and how this should be enforced, are not specifi ed.
The chapter “Cultural Relativism and Human Rights” by Andreas Vasilache, an associate 
professor at the University of Bielefeld in Germany, considers whether it is possible to theoreti-
cally deduce the existence of intercultural values, and thus, to theoretically prove the universal, 
intercultural validity of human rights; this claim would contrast the view among many that hu-
man rights are a Western product that do not fi t into the systems of non-Western civilizations, 
Asia, Africa or Islam. Vasilache argues that it is necessary to make a distinction between political 
and ethical particularism on the one hand, and epistemic cultural relativism on the other, and that 
a sophisticated relativistic attitude leads in no way to the particularism of basic values and rights, 
but provides the most conclusive basis for the intercultural legitimization of essential values and 
human rights. The author examines the preconditions and the very basis of any implementation 
of human rights, and thus restricts herself to the discussion of the epistemological and method-
ological possibility for deducing and theoretically validating the existence of certain intercultural 
basic values and human rights. Vasilache concludes that the existence of very basic universal 
rights can be stated and insisted on without challenging cultural relativism; rather, it is necessary 
to recognize that cultural formations and civilizations are particular formations with a strong le-
gitimate claim to contextual and relative validity.
Part I concludes with a political science analysis, “A Tool for Regional Integration: Suprana-
tional Courts in Europe and the Protection of Human Rights,” by Laurent Scheeck, a lecturer at 
the Institute of European Studies, Free University of Brussels. Scheeck takes an in-depth look at 
the remarkable interrelationship between the European Court of Justice (ECJ) and the European 
Court of Human Rights (ECourtHR). Scheeck argues that supranational courts have developed 
a common supranational “jurisprudential human rights screen” to supersede national and private 
actors. Scheeck characterizes the European human rights system by two features. First, the Eu-
ropean Union (EU) as such suffers from a rather severe human rights defi cit, which is in sharp 
contrast to its discourse on the universalism of human rights. Second, human rights have always 
been supported by a set of powerful pro-European actors, not only to protect rights at or from the 
supranational level and thereby reinforce the power of supranational institutions, but also to pro-
mote the deepening of integration through the “constitutionalizing power of rights.”
Scheeck says the European courts’ increasingly nested linkage has given rise to new forms 
of supranational judicial diplomacy between judicial actors of the ECJ and the ECourtHR, and 
this activity has had a deep impact on law as well as policymaking. With regard to the relations 
between networks and hierarchies, these political effects of the relationships between the Europe-
an courts can also be brought down to two hierarchical dynamics from a socio-political perspec-
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tive. The dynamics of confl ict, cooperation and competition of the two courts relate to the juris-
prudential annexation of the EU to the ECHR, and to the ECJ’ s cooperation and/or resistance to 
this dynamic of subordination. They also relate to the simultaneous supranational form of inter-
institutional cooperation by which the ECJ and the ECourtHR tend to subject national and pri-
vate actors to EU law and European human rights law. It thusly appears that, whereas lawyers are 
indeed increasingly operating in the “network modus,” they are strategically doing so to pursue 
hierarchical interests in a transnational space.
3. Chapters on “The Impact of Regional Integration on Human Rights”
Part II begins with a review of the legal history of the European Union. Titled “The EU and 
Human Rights: Leading by Example?” the fi rst chapter of this section, written by Andrea Ott, 
University Lecturer at Maastricht University in the Netherlands, looks back at the 50 years of 
the European integration process with a focus on internal and external aspects of human rights 
policy. 
European integration has come a long way from a regional trade organization achieving a 
customs union and internal market to an organization founded on the “values of respect for hu-
man dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, includ-
ing the rights of persons belonging to minorities,” as Article 2 of the Lisbon Treaty declares. Not 
only is the Union built on the principles of equality and human rights internally, but the declara-
tion also makes it clear that the Union’ s mission is to apply these values as guiding principles in 
its relations with non-member countries, Otto says.
What looks like a coherent system internally and externally is contradicted by the long and 
winding road to the adoption of the EU Charter of Fundamental Human Rights. Once seen in 
1999 as a good initiative to bring the citizen closer to the integration project, the adoption of the 
EU Fundamental Rights Charter is innovative; namely, it occurred through a convention rather 
than an intergovernmental conference of EU member states. The author says, however, that it 
also has been a victim of old politics, with major resistance to written human rights catalogs 
in the UK, and new resentments in Poland, refl ected by the outcome of the Treaty of Lisbon in 
December 2007. Notwithstanding the British resistance and the Polish resentments, the EU in-
stitutions in the European Parliament on December 12, 2007 proclaimed the Charter revealing 
the disconnect from the Treaty of Lisbon both symbolically and legally. While legally binding 
for most of the member states, it will not be binding on the UK and Poland. Moreover, all 27 
EU members added explanations of their interpretations of the rights stemming from the Charter 
of Fundamental Rights. Consequently, the Union has been criticized for its inconsistencies with 
respect to the protection of human rights worldwide, and especially in its enlargement process 
through the addition of new members.
Ott says, looking back at the fi fty years of the European integration process, in the last thirty 
years, the human rights policy has developed incrementally, both internally and externally, and 
not in a coherent fashion. According to the author, this disjointedness was inherent in the mod-
est foundations of the Union as a technocratic entity tasked to establish a customs union and 
economic cooperation among its members. Due to the growing infl uence of EU law on national 
legislation and the effi cient implementation of EU law based on legal principles of supremacy 
and direct effect, a quick remedy was found by the ECJ to introduce general principles of human 
rights law into the Community legal order. But this ad hoc solution was not suffi cient for most 
of the member states. The EU also discovered that a stronger emphasis on human rights and a 
more holistic approach to human rights policy would contribute to the much needed infusion of 
legitimacy to this entity. Ott says the Treaty of Lisbon can be praised for fi nally achieving its two 
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long-term aims, a legally binding document codifying a set of fundamental human rights, and a 
legal basis for a future accession to the ECHR. In the author’ s view, however, the latter objective 
might be a double-edged sword. The ECHR could acquire two different legal standings, namely 
one via the supremacy of EU law over national law, and the other as an international agreement 
that has already been a part of national legal systems for many years, though not very consis-
tently across the 27 member states with regard to human rights violations. In addition, situations 
could arise where it would be rather diffi cult to defi ne the actor, as would be the case if actions 
were taken on the intergovernmental level, or if legal instruments that left a certain amount of 
discretion were implemented , as in the case of directives. And lastly, it needs to be noted that the 
agreement and the organization pursue different aims and objectives. The agreement is specifi -
cally for human rights protection, while the EU needs to balance different aims and interests. It 
needs to be carefully assessed whether the ECHR accession is of added value or if it leads to fur-
ther legal problems in light of the special supranational legal order of the Union and the complex 
division of competences between the EU and its member states. Ott concludes that, with human 
rights standards in Europe becoming more homogenous, and cooperation models between high-
est courts fi nally advocated, the coexistence between courts on international, supranational and 
national levels serves the different aims of the entities involved and can contribute to a more co-
herent protection of human rights in the region.
The next chapter, “The Impact of European Political Integration on the Member States’ Hu-
man Rights Policies Towards China,” is written by Giuseppe Balducci, Academic and Research 
Assistant at the EU International Relations and Diplomacy Studies Department of the College of 
Europe. The author uses fi eldwork to offer fascinating new insights into the impact of European 
political integration on the foreign policies of the EU member states. The EU has emerged inter-
nationally as a promoter of norms, namely democracy and human rights. However, this chapter 
maintains that there is no such thing as a normative power Europe without a coherent, consistent 
and coordinated overall European normative foreign policy. This article, therefore, attempts to 
test the existence of a European normative foreign policy by applying the EU’ s assumed norma-
tive infl uence on its member states’ foreign policies to the case of China. 
Balducci tests the hypothesis that the EU plays an important role not just in promoting 
international norms outside its borders but also in shaping its member states’ foreign policies 
through a comparative analysis of the EU and its member states’ human rights policies towards 
China. The author picks up four member states–Germany, Sweden, France and the UK. Balducci 
explains his reasons for choosing the four states as follows: Germany was the first European 
country to include political conditionality in its relations with developing countries; Sweden is 
the largest donor in relative terms in the fi eld of human rights and democracy and it epitomizes 
the Nordic approach to such issues; France has a foreign policy which resonates only in a limited 
way with the new international human rights and rule of law concerns and can be considered as 
an example of a Mediterranean approach; the UK has external relations with developing coun-
tries which have been characterized by Tony Blair’ s ethical approach to the inception of the 
Labor Party’ s government. Balducci analyzes the four EU member states’ human rights poli-
cies towards China and the interactions among them in the following four case studies grouped 
around two dimensions: (1) the human rights dialogue at the United Nations Commission on 
Human Rights (UNHCR) and the arms embargo against China, which fall within the Common 
Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) dimension, and (2) the negotiations for China’ s accession to 
WTO and human rights projects on the ground, which fall within the European Community (EC) 
dimension. In the case of the UNHCR, the EU followed the practice of tabling resolutions critical 
of China since 1990. The EU-China bilateral human rights dialogue was suspended after the 1995 
UNHCR resolution criticizing China. However, France and Germany pushed for a constructive 
dialogue with China at the EU level, against the Nordic countries’ opposition. The UK position, 
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on the other hand, swayed between the non-committal stance of Germany and France and the 
ethical approach of the Nordic countries. The coordination meeting was held but no consensus 
was found. In the case of the UNHCR, the fear of losing commercial deals with China played a 
big role in the calculations of all EU member states that were initially opposed to the abandon-
ing of the UNHCR resolution. This case, Balducci says, seems to deny the normative infl uence 
exerted by the EU on its member states. Since member states belong to the EU, the fear of losing 
market access in China was greater.
Also, for the arms embargo on China, there was discrepancy between the Franco-German 
stance and the Nordic countries’ position. With the initiative of Germany and France, a resolution 
calling for the lifting of the embargo was close to being adopted in 2003 despite the Nordic coun-
tries’ objection, but was killed because of strong pressures from the United States. In this case, it 
would appear plausible to attribute the failure to the fear of being left alone by the other member 
states against the ire of an infl uential international actor, the United States. Rather than an ethical 
foreign policy choice, it was one of “hedging foreign policy,” the author asserts.
The case of the WTO is different from either of the previous two cases. As far as Sino-
European economic interactions were concerned, the tensions between member states in the 
Council and the European Commission negatively affected the formulation of a coherent and re-
sponsive policy toward the negotiation of China’ s accession to the WTO. This result was due to 
the divergent policies between China and the EU member countries. Their differences stemmed 
from their historical legacies and differing economic ties with China. The dissimilarities between 
the various approaches toward China and the consequent clash between the Commission and the 
Council might therefore help explain certain inconsistencies in the European negotiation with 
China. Similarly, it can be inferred that the Commission’ s lack of comprehensive authority to 
negotiate multilateral trade deals with a single voice has hindered the Commission’ s bargaining 
power as well as other issues such as human rights. During WTO negotiations little concern was 
raised over human rights. In the fi nal fi ve years of negotiations for China’ s WTO accession, no 
member states in the Council put forward the idea that China’ s entry should be linked with re-
spect of human rights, and more specifi cally labor rights, as has been requested by the European 
Parliaments, Trade Union lobbies and European NGOs. The unanimity reached at the WTO level, 
where no member states put forward any proposal to link human rights and trade, could be ex-
plained by the member states’ attitude of leaving the human rights confrontation to the EC when 
it comes to dealing with trade.
At the intergovernmental CFSP level, when it comes to high politics normative decision 
on the occasions of the UNHCR and bilateral material sanctions, Balducci finds that member 
states are infl uenced by their membership in the EU but the infl uence has no normative character. 
Rather, according to the author, the EU membership creates strong disincentives to follow inde-
pendent policies. At the supranational EC level, the author highlights the tendency of member 
states to leave the EC to deal with controversial issues, thus freeing their hands to pursue their 
mercantilist policies. However, when it comes to trade relations it is shown that the EC has no 
real power to link normative issues with trade, thus leading to an utterly non-normative approach. 
Balducci concludes that the EU is not categorized as a normative power and it qualifi es rather as “a 
normative paradox.” No coordination, coherence or consistency is found between the EU norma-
tive attempts and those of its member states towards China.
In “Normative Power or Hegemony? The EU’ s Human Rights Transmission to Africa,” 
Jian Junbo, Lecturer and Researcher at Fudan University in China, explores how the EU’ s hu-
man rights policies can be transmitted to Africa. Jian regards the EU as a normative power rather 
than a hegemonic power in comparison with the United States. Jian says the EU integration is not 
only a process of internal homogenization and consolidation but also an expansion of norms in-
ternationally. And in the process of expansion of normative power to the world, human rights are 
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a core value for the EU as important as democracy, good governance, rule of law and so forth. 
However, human rights transmission to Africa is not easy. Jian points out that two challenges 
have always existed or emerged in the context of globalization. The fi rst challenge involves the 
cultural differences between Europe and Africa, and the second challenge stems from world 
competition of soft power in which the most important competitive counterpart for Europe is the 
United States. Additionally, with more people coming to Africa, there is more capital and invest-
ment fl owing into the continent from emerging industrialized countries. Generally, Jian states, 
international hegemony has three dimensions: cultural domination, coercion if necessary and 
maintaining domination as the fi nal objective. With regards to the human rights transmission to 
Africa, on the one hand the EU recognizes itself as the early and successful practitioner of uni-
versal values and as the would-be director of protection and promotion of human rights in Africa; 
this one-way transmission of human rights is consistent with the character of hegemony. On the 
other hand, external expansion of normative power can be regarded as a coercive approach. In 
conclusion, Jian says the normative-power EU is dreaming of international hegemony by cultural 
transmission to non-EU countries in order to enhance its infl uence in the international commu-
nity. But Jian believes the EU will be challenged by more competitive powers emerging from 
other regions, in which Africa and other countries have more chances to accept what they favor 
and enhance their own cultural statuses in international society.
The last chapter in Part II, “Gender Issues in the EU and China: A Comparative Perspec-
tive,” is written by Yang Na, a PhD candidate of International Relations at Nankai University in 
Tianjin, China. The author compares the progress on gender equality in the European Union and 
China. After reviewing the evolution of EU gender policy over 30 years, Yang details the gender 
issues in China from the perspectives of education, law and policy measures to improve the situ-
ation, paying special attention to the differences in gender equality between cities and rural areas 
in the country. Yang finds some similarities between China and the EU on gender issues and 
identifi es huge differences in social models both among EU member states and in China, as well 
as big differences between cities and rural areas in China. One big difference the author notes is 
that the EU members, candidate states and civil societies can communicate well with each other 
to improve the status of women, and they have a special committee in the European Parliament 
dealing with women’ s issues including the Committee on Women’ s Rights and Equal Opportuni-
ties, an equal opportunities consultation committee in the EU Commission, whereas China does 
not have such forums. Yang stresses the need to create some institutions to increase communica-
tion between the central government and regional governments, and between governments and 
citizens in China. Yang concludes that China has an advantage over the EU because China has a 
strong central government, so it is relatively easy for the Chinese government to create a specifi c 
sector as a bridge between civil society and policy makers, necessary to realize gender equality, 
make policies fi t for women’ s conditions, and improve the relief procedure and institutions on 
employment discrimination. But, it is hard for the EU to do that, Yang says. All that EU member 
states can do is to try to make common gender policies at the Union level and, at the same time, 
make specifi c policies on their own according to their different situations.
4. Conclusion
This book is a product of the series of workshops held by the EU-NESCA joint research 
members. In this volume, distinguished scholars provide young scholars with a chance to write 
articles. The quality of the papers varies, but the group, with diverse academic backgrounds rang-
ing from political science and economics to history and law, succeeds in exploring the relations 
between the efforts at regional integration and the implementation of human rights. In the fi rst 
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part of the book, more senior scholars from Europe and Asia present their theoretical views on 
regional integration and human rights, and in the second part, younger scholars offer more criti-
cal case-based analyses.
The book offers some answers to its main question of whether there exists a relationship 
between the efforts at regional integration and the implementation of human rights. In this re-
viewer’ s opinion, although negative situations remain concerning the implementation of human 
rights standards and norms, regional integration can help strengthen human rights and integration 
together, and regional integration can in turn be deepened if it involves the human rights dimen-
sion and helps to enhance the sense of regional community, greater legitimacy and social com-
mitment. 
As we survey the cases in Europe, Asia and Africa, we see that regional integration inevita-
bly results in actions that have consequences for the realization of human rights in the countries 
that make up each region. It is obvious, however, that regional integration in Europe, Asia and 
Africa is proceeding in its own way, at its own pace, and under different circumstances in each 
region, with its unique mix of cultural, historical, social, economic and political backgrounds. 
We cannot easily compare the integration processes in the different regions by using one theory 
or one measure. Each region faces its own human rights issues at each level of integration that it 
reaches.
On the European front, the integration of some human rights elements into a regional eco-
nomic entity such as the EU is already evident, as is seen in its incorporation of the Charter of 
Fundamental Rights, its recognition of the European Convention, and its future accession to the 
latter. In Asia, however, the process is more complex at this point. ASEAN has been referring 
increasingly to human rights, at least in its rhetoric, and has recently set up a human rights body, 
AICHR. The ASEAN Charter refers to human rights in its preamble and in its various sections. 
Yet, one should not be disingenuous about the political context behind all of this. As Muntarb-
horn points out, democracy is linked to human rights in the European context–such as the precon-
dition that only democratic countries are allowed to join the EU–but there is no such stipulation 
for ASEAN, and this absence has implications for the implementation of human rights.
The Asian region is arguably too large and too heterogeneous to have one inter-governmen-
tal human rights system for the entire geographic space. The only human rights treaty of a rather 
broad geographic scale is the Arab Charter on Human Rights, which covers West Asian countries. 
At a more modest level, some initiatives are found in Asia, e.g., anti-traffi cking treaties and child 
welfare arrangements ratifi ed by the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation, and the 
Declaration on the Rights of Migrant Workers adopted by ASEAN. The way ahead for Asia may 
be to explore further smaller scale efforts for specifi c issues.
As for a monitoring system for human rights implementation, Europe already has suprana-
tional judicial diplomacy between judicial actors of the ECJ and the ECourtHR, which has a deep 
impact on law and policymaking in the region, but Asia has not reached the stage to create such a 
system.
It is uncertain whether Asian countries can set up a regional court similar to the European 
courts, or a commission or committee with the power to advise or adjudicate. It is even uncertain 
whether Asia will see the emergence of a channel for individuals to present cases against a state 
or an institution for its human rights abuse. The only international channel available for Asian 
people currently is found at the UN. UN human rights treaties and mechanisms open doors to 
complaints by individuals.
As regional integration deepens in the future, there will be demands for additional human 
rights treaties and mechanisms, and if necessary, member states will accordingly explore ways 
to establish appropriate measures. However, if regional integration in Asia reaches a very deep 
level, paradoxically it may become harder to enforce human rights in member states. Sovereign 
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states acting on their own can more easily legislate for human rights. The issue of national sover-
eignty versus the rights of individual citizens will emerge at some future point. There needs to be 
further development of legal systems, mature discussion and careful research on the ways to use 
collective sovereignty of nations for human rights purposes. We need to continue to monitor the 
future evolution of the relationship between the efforts toward regional integration and the imple-
mentation of human rights.
Notes
 1 This “motto” of ASEAN is mentioned both in the Preamble to the ASEAN Charter and in Article 36.
 2 Address by ASEAN Secretary-General Surin Pitsuwan on “Possible Cooperation between ASEAN and 
ALA,” at the 10 th ASEAN Law Association (ALA) General Assembly in Hanoi, Vietnam, October 15, 
2009. The address is available at http://www.aseanlawassociation.org/10GAdocs/speech3.pdf (accessed 
January 27, 2011).
 3 Terms of Reference for the High Level Panel on an ASEAN Human Rights Body were approved by the 
41 st ASEAN Ministerial Meeting on July 21, 2008. See http://www.aseansec.org/HLP-TOR.pdf (ac-
cessed January 27, 2011). The High Level Panel was created by the ASEAN Foreign Ministers Meeting 
in 2008 in the process of consulting people in the ASEAN member-states on the “powers and functions” 
of this human rights body. It held meetings with members of the civil society and other sectors in Singa-
pore in July 2008, Thailand in August 2008 and the Philippines in September 2008.
 4 In accordance with Article 41 of the ASEAN Charter, the Terms of Reference of the ASEAN human 
rights body were approved by the 41st ASEAN Ministerial Meeting on July 21, 2008.
 5 The ASEAN Intergovernmental Commission on Human Rights (AICHR) was launched during the 
ASEAN Summit in July 2009. For further information, visit http://www.aseansec.org/22769.htm (ac-
cessed January 27, 2011).
 6 Lisbon Treaty, Offi cial Journal of the European Union, C 306, Vol. 50 (December 17, 2007). 
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